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EPISCOPACY 


A Statement presented to the C. DCP. Conference, 
endorsed by'tt and printed at tts request 


We believe it to be ene of the most serious defects of the 
Report Church Relations in England” (as has—been pointed 
out by Free Churchmen) that. it fails to examine the doctrine of 
episcopacy. The Report states (p. 38) that “ eprseepacy cannot 
be offered to or accepted by the Free Churches as a mere matter 
of expediency or in a completely undetined form. Yet ne-other 
reason for such offer or acceptance, nor any definition, is set out 
by the Report, While recognizing that episcopacy cannot be 
treated in isolation from the doctrine of the Church, we venture 
{Oo suggest a summary definition which we believe to be in accor- 
dance with Seripture and the historic ‘interpretation. of the 
episcopal office. 

The Bishop is the principal minister and representative of 
Christ in the local Church. He derives his authority from Christ's 
commission to His Apostles * As the Father hath sent me, even 
so send I you”. Yet this authority is not exercised by him 
merely as an individual, but as a member “of the corporate 


apostolate past and present, into which he has been admitted 
by his consecration. Bishops are not the sole repository of the 
authority which resides in the Church, but it is principally 
through the Episcopate that the Church’s authority is exercised. 

To this office a man is consecrated by other bishops by the lay- 
ing on of hands with prayer through which the Holy Ghost con- 
conveys to him the divine grace requisite for the fulfilment of the 
functions of a bishop. 


His essential functions are as follows :— “| 


1. Towards God, to be the principal minister of the Church's 
furidamental duty of worship as the Body of Christ. 


2. Towards the Church: 

(a) to safeguard the faith of the Church, in union with his 
brother bishops, by maintaining and expounding the 
true faith and by banishing strange and erroneous 

doctrine ; 

(6) to foster the life of grace in the Church because he is the 
chief pastor of his flock and the principal minister of the 
sacraments, and because he bestows on other ministers 
the power to act in Christ’s name ; 

(c) to maintain the unity of the Church because he is the 
centre of unity of the faithful within his diocese, and the 
link which unites the local church with the whole Body. 


3. Lowards the world, to fulfil the apostolic work of the Body of 
Christ, proclaiming to men the,Werd of God and sum- 
moning them to repentance and faith. 

We beheve this statement of the doctrine of episcopacy to be 
that which underlies the Anglican ordinal and which has been 
constantly reiterated in Anglican statements of doctrine. 


This doctrine involves the following principles :— 

1. The acceptance of episcopacy by a non-episcopal communion 
would be the acceptance of a divine gift. It would be blas- 
vphemous for a form of episcopal consecration to be employed 
without recognition that a divine gift is being conveyed. 

2. For a non-episcopal communion to accept episcopacy into its. 
system (unless merely as an administrative expedient) involves : 
the conclusion that a non-episcopal ministry is defective. To 
continue to recognize episcopal and non-episcopal ministries =~ 
as equally valid would be to deny that episcopacy was integral : 
to the structure of the newly episcopal church. 


3. Either reunion or a state of inter-communion between an 
episcopal church and a non-episcopal communion would — 
inevitably involve discarding the theological basis of episco- 
pacy as set out above. 
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POINTERS 


_ A Day of Prayer was organized by the Council for several years 


up to 1949 and last year was replaced by the issue of a prayer 


leaflet, wholly based on the Book of Common Prayer, for con- 
tinued use throughout the year. This year arrangements are 
being made for the celebration of High Mass at a well-known 
London church and for the holding of a meeting in the evening 
of the same day, some time in the autumn. A prayer paper is 
also being drawn up for general distribution. Details of the 
arrangements will be published as soon as they are completed, 
but this preliminary notice is printed in the hope that similar 
arrangements may be made in other centres—not necessarily on 
the same day, but at a time which will fit in convenicntly with 
local arrangements. 

+ * 

Two pamphlets, published by the Action. Committee of the 
Chrisf# Church Anglican Congregation, Mavelikara, Travancore, 
have been received. 

The first, entitled ** Echoes of Calvary "', commemorates the 


offering of satyagraha "’, or non-violent resistance, by the Con- 


tinuing Anglicans in protest against the banning of the 
Anglicans from their church by order of the C.S.1. Bishop of 
Central Travancore on Good Friday, 1950. The * Kalpana’, 
or announcement of a settlement of the dispute, by the Bishop 
is severely criticized, and the writers obviously feel that there 
was the intention to deceive them when this was issued. Few 
leaders, either of the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon, or of 


‘the Church of South India, escape castigation, and, while it would 


appear that the Mavelikara congregation certainly have cause for _ 
complaint, the tone of this pamphlet is bitter and unconstructive. 
The most telling parts of it are the quotations from Lambeth, . 
saying that there was to be no coercion into the C.S.1, and from the 
Archbishop of Canterbury's statement about our possession of 
Catholic doctrine made on his return from Australia and New 
Zealand. | 

The second pamphlet, entitled ‘* Quo Vadis? ”’ hears the sub- 
title * Credal Orthodoxy’ of C.S.I.?”’ which sufficiently indi- 
cates its contents. The statements made by. Bishop_ Hollis, 
Moderator of the C.S.1, in America (Fatth and Unity, March, 1951, 


241) are quoted and are so damaging as to- require little com- 


ment. The pamphlet then goes on to consider the six points 
raised by Lambeth as requiring amendment in the C.S.1. Con- 
stitution. 
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OUR ANNUAL CONFERENCE 


The Ninth Annual Conference of members and representatives 
of the Council met at Cowley, Oxford, by the kindness of the 
Society of St. John the Evangelist on June 26 and 27, 1951, and 


was attended by some fifty members of the Council, Representa- 


tives and guests, gathered from England, Wales and Scotland. 
The Conference met in the St. John’s Hall and three sessions 
were Held. The first session lasted from 4.0 p.m. to 5.45 p.m. on 
June 26th and was followed by Evensong in the Society’s:church. 
The second session took place after supper the same evening from 
7-30 p.m. to 9.0 p.m. On the morning, of June 27th, Mass was 
said at 7.15 a.m. in the Community's Chapel and many members 
of the Conference received Communion together. Later High 
Mass, a Votive of the Holy Spirit, was sung, and the third session 
followed in St. John's Hall from 10.30 a.m. to 12.45 p.m. 


OF Soutu INDIA 


The first session was addressed by the Rev. Sir Harold Pap- 
worth, K.B.E., who recently became a member of the Council. 
kr. Papworth explained that he had been living in South Inada 
throughout the period of the negotiations for the reunion scheme 
there. In 1919, when the negotiations began, he was Professor ot 
-nglish in the University of Madras, and, after holding various 
other educational appointments, was Vice-Chancellor of the 
University of2fravancore from 1943 to 1949. Early in 1950 he 
had returned home and been ordained. Thus he-was able to give 


‘a layman's impressions of these years of negotiation and of the 


first two years of the union. During his last two years at Fravan- 

core he had been a member of the Continuing Anglican moyement. 
Indian Christians, he said, were determined. to break down, 

if it were possible, the ecclesiastical barriers which had grown up 


‘in the West in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. However 


much Christians in England were convinced of the-relevance of 
the historical and theological causes of those divisions, they had 


_ to remember that Christians in India and elsewhere were im- 


patient of them. The movement towards union in India began 
with a conference at Tranquebar in 1919, attended. by thirty- 
three men of whom twenty-nine were Indians. 

Throughout the tWenty-eight years of negotiation Anglican 
layfolk in India had assumed that, when the day of union came, 
the Anglican Church in India would join the new Church, but 
that, though thus ceasing to be part of the Anglican Communion, 
they would none the less remain in communion with Canterbury 
and be entitled to Church privileges in this country. Archbishop 
Temple's pronouncement that the Church of England would not 
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be in communion with the Church of South India came as a very 
great shock to all Anglicans in South India: the Continuing 
Anglican movement was a direct resu]t of that pronouncement. 


Tf similar schemes were implemented throughout ‘the rest. af | 


the world, the disruption of the world-wide Anglican Communion 
would follow, and that would be a disaster of the greatest 
magnitude, 


THe TREATMENT OF CONTINUING ANGLICANS 
Regarding the Continuing, Anglicans, Fr. Papworth spoke of 
the hard treatment which they receive. Sponsors of the Church 
of South India and Anglican authorities in India made every 


effort to push them into the new Church. Threats of various 


kinds were used, including that made to an Indian priest that if 
he failed to join the Church of South India his pension might be 
in jeopardy, | 

The congregation of Christ Church, Trivandrum, where he 
worshipped, received no encouragement (in fact, the opposite) to 
remain true to the Church of their Baptism: they had, indeed, 
to serve a legal notice on the authorities concerned in order to 
reniatn in own Communion. Bishop Lash had been sent 
to reason with them, but by then had become an ardent supporter 
of the scheme. Realizing that the congregation was adamant, 
he had recommended that they should remain Anglican. But, as 
no Anglican priests were available, they’ had to rely on the 
ministrations of ex-Anglican clergy who had joined the Church 
of-South Indias 

The only remedy by which the repetition of this sad state of 


affairs could. be avoided was for the Church of -England-to state 


clearly the conditions upon which she would enter into com- 
munion with other bodies. The layfolk in South India had 
received no encouragement from home to remain outside the 


Church of South India, although the Church of England refused 
bo bein’communion with it. They did not know, until Archbishop 
Pemple's pronouncement was made, that the Church of South 
“India would not be in communion with the Church of England. 
“In the Lambeth Quadrilateral the Church of England had a_ 


document which was pan-Anglican and was recognized as such 
by other bodies of Christians. The Church of England could and 
should state what! was involved. in adherence to the four points 
of the Quadrilateral. In South India the Nonconformist bodies 
had been allowed to play fast and loose with the Lambeth Quadri- 
lateral as regards sacraments, ministry and creeds, and thus 
adherence to it by the Church of South India was a sham. 

It was the task of Catholic theologians to state clearly what 
the Catholic doctrine on the four points of the Quadrilateral was, 
and it was essential that any body entering into communion with 
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the Church of England should understand clearly what adherence 


to the Lambeth Quadrilateral involved. 


TREASURER’S AND SECRETARY'S REPORTS 


At the second session the Treasurer's and Secretary's reports 
were read and accepted. The Secretary was unfortunately unable 
to attend the Conference owing to illness and Fr. Beebee deputized 
for him. It was agreed to send messages to the Secretary and to 
Dom Gregory Dix, O.S.B., who usually attends the meetings of 
- the Conference but was prevented from doing so this year owing 
to his recent operation. The Abbot of Nashdom thanked the 


Conference for their kind thoughts and prayers for Dom Gregory, 


and reported that he was now Fae aha and making a good 
recovery. 

The Treasurer, the Rev. E. M. M. New batt, began by-expressing 
the thanks of the Council to Fr. Joseph, S.S.J.E., for his work as 
Treasurer, and its great regret that ‘he had been compelled to 
give it up on account of ill-health. He then presented the 
accounts for 1950 (printed in Faith and Unity last month) and 
appealed for better financial support of the Council's work. 

The Secretary's report briefly recalled the Council's work 
during the past year and again spoke of the need of a larger 
circulation of Faith and Unity. Commenting on the report, the 
Chairman said that the excellence of many of the articles in Faith 
and Unity certainly deserved a better sale and urged Representa- 
tives to do all they could to increase its circulation. 


CHURCH RELATIONS IN ENGLAND" 


The Chairman then introduced the Rev. Dr. E. L. Mascall, a a 
familiar figure at C.D.C.P. Conferences, and said that Dr. Mascall 
had been Chairman of the Church Union Theological Committee 


which had produced a Report on the Report ** Church Relations. 


in England ’’, frequently referred to as the Derby Report. Copies 
of the Church Union Report had been circulated to members of 
the Conference, who owed much to the energy of Fr. Riley who 
had arranged for copies of the Report to be available in time. . 
Dr. Mascall spoke in-general terms about both Reports. He 
began by showing that the Derby Report had not faced the 


fundamental difference of approach by Catholics and Protestants . 


to the nature of the Church. For Protestants who believed that 
the individual’s relationship to God rested on faith alone and that 
faith alone incorporated him into the Church, the nature of the 
Ministry could not matter: no kind of Ministry, episcopal or 
otherwise, was essential. Whereas the Catholic teaching that 


union with Christ was achieved by membership in the Church at. 


once raised the question of Church Order, The Nonconformist 
| 


the living Apostolate in the Church. 


Report, ‘ The Catholicity of Protestantism,’ and the Anglican 
Evangelical Report, ‘‘ The Fulness of Christ,’’ both failed to take 
up the challenge of their predecessor, ‘‘ Catholicity ’’: the latter 
went Behind the Reformation, the two former started from it. 
The Derby Report was most unsatisfactory regarding the 
Eucharist. Here, again, there was a fundamental cleavage. 
Apart from the Eucharist being commanded by Christ, Protestant- _ 
ism had no real reason for it: for them it accomplished nothing 
that could not be done otherwise. For Catholics the Eucharist 
perpetuated in the Church the redemptive act of Christ. The 
question of intercommunion between Catholics and Protestants 
was rendered most difficult, for to Protestants Communion was 
an occasional happening, monthly or quarterly, but to Catholics 
it was the centre of their religion, a weekly or daily occurrence. 
The idea expressed on page 23 of the Derby Report that 
“each of the Communions embodies and mediates a measure 
of the truth ’’ was most misleading. Anglicans did not have to 
go to Presbyterians for presbyters or to Congregationalists for 
congregations, but Nonconformists were bound to come to the 
Church for episcopacy. This fact made the question ‘ of 
supplemental ordination insoluble: what could supplemental 
ordination by a Nonconformist body confer except territorial 
jurisdiction? The theory that in a divided Church all orders: 
were partly invalid rested on two false assumptions: (1) that the 
Church militant is the whole Church, whereas it is only a fringe 
of the whole Church—a fact which the Derby Report says should 
be constantly remembered, but which it refers to but once: (2) 
that the Ministry is the function of some Christians, whereas it is 
_ Dr. Mascall thought that the Nonconformists would reject 
the Derby Report: they did not want episcopacy, and it was 
dishonest, as the Archbishop of Armagh had pointed out, to offer 


it tothem without saying what it was. They would want it even 


less if they knew what the Archbishops had said to Leo XIII 

about it. The Church Union Report quoted the *‘ Answer of the 

Archbishops of England to the Apostolic Letter of Pope Leo XIII 

on English Ordinations "’ extensively to show what Anglicans had 

to say on the subject. “4 
There was a brief discussion. 


A STATEMENT ON EPISCOPACY 


At the start of the third session of the Conference, which had 
been preceded by High Mass in the Mission House Chapel, on 
the Wednesday morning the Abbot of Nashdom, a member of . 
the Council, read a statement on Episcopacy in the Church of 
England which was welcomed and accepted by the Conference 
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which expressed the desire that it should be-reproduced in Faith 
and Unity. (4t will be found on page 1.) 


THE -PERILS OF THE PRESENT SITUATION 

br. Hugh Ross Wilhamson then addressed the Conference on 
the perils of the present situation. He referred first to two which 
ares particularly the concern of the Council, reunion schemes 
overseas and the Derby Report. ; 

With regard to the former he said that there would always be 
tension between the duty not to hamper those who sought for 
unity and the duty to safeguard principle. 

With regard to the latter he said that though we held episcopacy 
to be part of God's plan for His Church and were therefore bound 
to adhere to it, we had to remember that it could not be com- 
mended on any other ground. Throughout Church history 
episcopal mismanagement had caused harm to the Church —he 
instanced the Wesley schism. He believed the proposals of the 
Derby Report would ‘not be adopted, but thought the battle 
could still be lost -if Anglican principles were sacrific ed in other 
Ways. ' 

He then went on to discuss other perils. With genuine Evan- 
velicals, he said, Catholics should unite; but qwith pseudo 
Catholies and Broad Churchmen we could have nothing to do. 
The present seeular education given to children in schools and to 
children and adults over the wireless was another grave pert, 
Referring to the service held at the Church of the Annunciation, 
Marble Arch, on May reth, Fr. Ross Williamson said that the 
Archbishop's speech in Conyocation had shown the. eftort had 
been worth while. 

In the discussion which followed plans for future action were 
debated, the most important suggestion being that we must find 
some method ‘Whereby opinion among the rank and tile of the 
clergy and laity could be gauged and informed, Kr. Papworth’s 
paper had shown the fragic results which followed in South India 
where the layfolk were left uninformed about the situation. 

The Conference ended with votes of thanks to the Cowley 
Fathers and to the Sisters at Springtield St. Mary for their 
hospitality. 
S. J. S, BEEBEE. 


Communications for the Editor and Annual Subscriptions to 
Faith and Unity, which may commence at any time (minimum 
subscription, post free, four shillings year), should be sent to the 
Secretary, C.D.C.P.. 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent, England. 
Receipts for amounts under ten shillings will be enclosed with the 
next issue after the subscription has been received. 


Printed at the Church Army Press, Cowley, Oxford, England 1200? 


mm 


